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period artifacts were also found. Finds are listed below.

1, Site 309-1: This site consists of a partially intact homesite compound dating to the
early 20th century, The homesite containg the ruins of a burned house with the chimney
still intact, various well, water storage, a pumphouse facilities, two standing work sheds,
landscaping, a garden, fuel storage facilities, and fences. Records indicate activity at
this location as early as 1909 or before. There are no visible early refuse deposits
associated with the location. The location encompasses an area roughly xx east/west and
xx north/south, '

2. Site 309-2; The site is a very light density scatter of historic period refuse, The
items are situated in a plowed field and are scattered. Finds include sun-altered
amethyst and aqua colored glass, a copper pipe, and dark brown glazed ceramics. The
location encompasses an area roughly xx east/west and xx north/south,

3. Location 1: The location encompasses a foundation and several other features. The
feature location is in the south central portion of the property. There is no evidence
revealing the age of the foundation, however, it appears to be relative late, dating to the
1950s or later, It may be associated with the dirt airstrip located on the property.

4. Location 2: The site consists of an X-shaped graded dirt air strip. There are no
apparent features directly associated with the airstrip and no attributes that allow it to
be dated.

. ellaneous refuse depositss Many refuse deposits were noted, particularly in
association with dirt roads passing through the property. The majority of these date to
1960 or later. Several date to the mid-1950s. One deposit has cone-top and sanitary
cans and may date to the late 1940s to early 19505, None of the refuse deposits are
considered significant cultural resources,

6. Isolate 1 (GPS-17); Bottle sidewall, unmarked, sun-altered amethyst glass, pre-1925.

Checks of early period maps for Section 12 show structures on and near the subject
property in 1911, 1915 or 1922. Site 309-1 appears on all these maps. Early historic
period use of property in an around Section 12 is evident. GLO records indicate that
the northeast quarter of the section was originally homesteaded by Jane Reynolds. She
was granted a patent on 7/18/1903 under the Desert Land Act of 1877,

DISCUSSION: The isolated find is not a significant cultural resource. Locations 1 and
2 are post-1950 features that are no considered to be cultural resources, Site 309-2 is a
very light density artifact scatter that lacks the quantity or integrity needed to qualify as
a significant cultural resource. The miscellaneous refuse deposits noted on the property
lack the age or integrity to the considered significant cultural resources. Site 309-1is a
very large and complex site that may have been occupied since the turn of the 20th
century. It may be associated with Jane Reynolds, an early philanthropist important in
Lancaster’s history. A phase IT investigation is recommended to determine the
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significance of this site.

MANAGEMENT CONCERNS: The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) has
provisions to ensure that any cultural resources identified during the environmental
review process need to be evaluated for significance, because unique or important

resour'ces require mitigation. The only find discussed above as potentially significant is
site 309-1, A phase II evaluation is recommended for the site. The following measures
should be included in the evaluation.

1. Archival research should be completed to the extent necessary to identify past
ownership and confirm or refute an association with Jane Reynolds.

2, Mapping, detailed recording and comprehensive photodocumentation of the buildings
and features should be completed.

3, Test excavation should be completed to the extent mecessary to identify and interpret
relevant features and deposits.

4. Any collected artifacts should be cataloged and curated with a responsible
repository.

5. A pbase TI report of findings should be prepared and submiited to the City.

6. Demolition monitoring shounld be undertaken, Any buried features or deposits
should be recorded and impact mitigation accomplished, as warranted. A monitoring
report presenting the findings should be prepared.
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